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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U-S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, 
manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement 
thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

2. Claims 52-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because 
the claimed invention is directed to non- statutory subject 
matter. Each of claims 52-54 recite a system which comprises a 
human entity within the claim. 

A claim directed to or including within its scope a human 
being will not be considered to be patentable subject matter 
under 35 U.S.C. 101. The claims recite within its scope a 
human being (a plurality of entities). Per Commissioner Quigg' s 
notice published at 1077 OG 24 (April 21, 1987), " a claim 
directed to or including within its scope a human being will not 
be considered to be a patentable subject matter under 35 U.S. C. 
101" 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 



Application/Control Number: 09/740,568 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3624 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly 
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant 
regards as his invention. 

4, Claims 4-51, 61 and 62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 4 (and dependent claims 5-6) recites certain property 
(or description) as further limiting the asset. However, none of 
the process steps of method claims depend upon or alternatively 
are affected by what the asset includes (in other words not 
functionally related to the process carried out in the method of 
claim 1) . For example, method steps identifying, assigning and 
recording are performed regardless of the specifics of the 
asset . 

Similarly, (per claims 7-8), the asset being a multiple- 
vendor asset has no relationship to the process steps of the 
independent claim 1 . 

Similarly, (per claims 9-21) , the feature recited in claims 
9-16 have no relationship to the process steps of claim 1. For 
example, managing the read and write privileges are independent 
of the content of the information related to the asset (e.g. 
claims 9,10, 13-16), current owner of the asset, type of the 
ownership (claims 11-12) . Claims 17-21 contain similar 
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limitations which have no functional relationship to the process 
carried out in method claim 1 . 

Claims 22-24 are not related to any process step recited 
claim 1. Alternatively, these claims are not in proper form. 

Claim 25-27 recite features which do not functionally 
relate to any of the limitations (i.e. process steps) as 
previously explained. 

Claims 28-44 recite "storing data related to any change in 
status of the asset". This step does not functionally relate (or 
link) to any process recited in claim 1, since each process step 
can be performed regardless of whether the data related to any 
change in status of the asset is stored or not. 

Claims 29-44, 47-49 depend on claim 28. These claims also 
recites other limitations which do not properly relate to any 
process carried out in the method of claim 1. 

Claims 45-46 and 50-51 recite feature of the "various 
entities" and the "read and write privileges" in a manner that 
does not functionally relate to the method steps of claim 1. 

For the reasons discussed above the subject claims are 
indefinite because the scope of claim(s) cannot be fully 
ascertained. 

Dependent claims 61 and 62 are similarly analyzed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Abraham et al . (US 5,446,903) (hereafter 

Abraham") . 

Abraham teaches a method for recording information related to 
assets throughout a cycle of the asset (col. 2 L 5-25), the 
method comprising: 

identifying the asset to be entered into an asset registry; 
assigning a unique identifier to the asset; 

(independent projects, inherently each project is 
identified by unique identifier, for the purpose of various 
management objectives such as tracking progress of the projects, 
personnel assignment, cost allocation etc.) 

recording the information related to the asset in the asset 
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registry, wherein the information is associated with the unique 
identifier; 

(refer to col. 10 L 18-39, information related to a project 
is recorded as "predetermined groups of data elements also 
referred to as "data categories") 

categorizing the information related the asset into multiple 
attributes; 

(refer to "data categories" as discussed above) 

managing read and write privileges to the asset registry 

for various entities; 

(col. 10 L 61- col. 11 L 11, .." the access which is granted may 
be read only or read/ write access, and the access which is 
denied may also be write access or read/write access.) 

providing access the attributes to the various entities 

that have an interest in the asset, wherein an entity having 

write privileges for a first attribute of the asset can write 

data related to a change in the first attribute of the asset 

the asset registry, and an entity having read privileges for a 

second attribute of asset can read data related to the second 

attribute . 

((col. 10 L 61- col. 11 L 17, .." the access which is 
granted may be read only or read/write access, and the access 
which is denied may also be write access or read/write access.) 
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The prior art of Abraham reasonably pertinent to the 
particular problem with which the applicant was concerned, in 
order to be relied upon as a basis for rejection of the claimed 
invention. See In re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 1443 
(Fed- Cir. 1992) . In this case, the claimed invention pertains 
to controlling access (read and write privileges) to the 
information related to the asset and in particular providing 
access to various entities to an asset registry. In this regard 
both the recited claim (s) and the reference are concerned with 
solving a problem of providing access to the specific attributes 
(data elements) of the information concerning a specific subject 
matter . 

It would have been obvious to apply the aforementioned 
teaching of Abraham as per discussion of claim 1 to an asset 
registry in an analogous manner as the engineering change 
control management (or project management) because that would 
have the benefits of controlling security of data elements 
(attributes) in an environment where a plurality of entities 
(user groups in Abraham) have access to the information 
pertaining to the asset registry. 

Claim 2-51, 61,62 : The method of claim 1, wherein the 
information being recorded for an entire life cycle of the 
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asset, portion of a life cycle of the asset, the asset (project) 
includes multiple component (see col. 6 L 1+ "'progresses through 
series of steps" etc. which implies life cycle of a project (or 
asset) . ) . 

Many features recited in the subject claims 2-51 are 
rendered obvious as per analysis of claim 1. It is also asserted 
that the referenced method of controlling access to data 
elements in a data processing system may be adapted for other 
applications including information management of asset 
registries It is noted that the method of recording information 
related to engineering project information, in particular the 
features of controlling security of data elements which can be 
applied to a varieties of fields and endeavors including the 
asset registry having a restricted access as per recitation of 
claims 2-51 for the reasons indicated in claim 1 analysis. .(see 
col. 2 L 5-25) . The motivation of such adaptation is discussed 
in claim 1 analysis. 

As per claims 52-54 Abraham discloses a system for 
recording information related to asset and providing access to 
the information to interested parties throughout cycle of the 
asset as per discussion of claims 1-51. 
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Abraham inherently disclose a network providing a link 
between the plurality of entities and asset registry (refer to 
col. 8 L 8-25, which recites in part " ..It will be understood 
..computing environment 13 may operate across multiple computer 
platforms'') . 

Claim 53 : asset registry includes one or more databases 
(see Figure 4-8) • 

Claims 54: Abraham fails to teach that the network is the 
Internet . 

Official Notice is taken that providing information 
concerning asset management over the Internet is old and well 
known in the art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of applicant's invention to incorporate the 
system of Abraham such that the users (entities) may access the 
asset registry (00 computing environment) over the Internet, 
since the benefits of providing information over the Internet 
such as wide and unconstrained access to users are well known. 

Claim 55. As per corresponding method claim 1, Abraham 
discloses a system for recording information related to an asset 
and providing access to the information to interested entities. 

(refer to claim 1 analysis) 
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Claim 56. The system claim 55, wherein the means for 
receding information records information related to any change 
status of the asset, (see col. 6 L 61- col. 7 L 35) 

Claim 57. The system of claim 55, wherein the means for 
recording information records information related to 
transactions that have an effect on the asset, 
(see col. 6 L 61- col. 7 L 35) 

58. The system of claim 57, wherein the means for 
recording information records documents related to the 
transactions . 

(see col. 6 L 61- col. 7 L 35, col. 8 L 51+ engineering 
change control management system ) 

59. The system of claim 57, wherein the means for 
recording information records entities participating in the 
transactions • 

(see col. 7 L 15-35, each user of the system associated 
with one or more security groups .. security category) 
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60. The system of claim 55, wherein the means receding 
information records information related to the entities having 
interest in the asset. 

(see col. 7 L 15-35, each user of the system associated 
with one or more security groups .. security category) 

61. wherein the means for providing access to the various 
attributes of the asset includes means for authenticating the 
entity desiring access. 

(see col. 7 L 15-35 each security group is given access 
(read/ write, read only or one) ..) 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 

communications from the examiner should be directed to JAGDISH 

PATEL whose telephone number is (703)308-7837. The examiner can 

normally be reached on 8 00AM- 6 00PM M-Th. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 

unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Vincent Millin can be 

reached on (703)3 08-1065. The fax phone number for the 

organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 

703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR, Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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